"Nixon Has Gone Too Far” 



A sampler of editorials and columns 
last week from newspapers calling, for the 
first time, for Nixon's resignation or 
impeachment: 

CHICAGO TRIBUNE 

We saw the public man in his first 
administration, and we were impressed. 
Now in about 300,000 words we have 
seen the private man, and we are 
appalled. 

He is humorless to the point of be- 
ing inhumane. He is devious. He is vac- 
illating. He is profane. He is willing to 
be led. He displays dismaying gaps in 
knowledge. He is suspicious of his staff. 
His loyalty is minimal. His greatest con- 
cern is to create a record that will save 



him and his administration. The high 
dedication to grand principles that 
Americans have a right to expect from 
a President is missing from the tran- 
script record. 

. . . The evidence against Mr. Nix- 
on is in his own words, made public at 
his own direction. There can no longer 
be a charge that he was railroaded out 
of office by vengeful Democrats or a hos- 
tile press. The fundamental questions 
have been answered. Filling in the gaps 
in the transcripts can only make the case 
against the President stronger. 

It is saddening and hard to believe 
that for the first time in our history it is 
better that the President leave office 
than to fight and keep it. But things have 
reached such a state that Mr. Nixon’s 
departure, one way or another, is the 
best course for the Presidency, the coun- 
try, and the free world. 

OMAHA WORLD-HERALD 

The thrust of the 1,308 pages of the 
transcript is that the President was try- 
ing to save his own skin and would con- 
sider almost any option, however bi- 



zarre, if it would help him do that. 

Some will ask what other Presidents 
would have done under similar circum- 
stances. They will say that dirty tricks 
and Watergate break-ins and cover-ups 
are just politics. To which we would 
reply: 

If the revolting picture of conniving 
and deception revealed by the White 
House tapes is just politics as practiced 
in the Oval Office of the President of 
the United States, it is time for the pres- 
ent occupant to vacate that office. 

The President should resign. 

LOS ANGELES TIMES 

We said in this space last Novem- 
ber that there was growing evidence to 



warrant the President’s impeachment. 
But we did not then believe it was 
sufficient. 

Since then there have been many 
new and damaging revelations involving 
Mr. Nixon, including the partial tran- 
scripts of presidential conversations 
[with aidesl issued by the White House 
on April 30 . . . 

The transcripts show that [the Pres- 
ident’s] strategy was: 

— To “contain” the scandal by lim- 
iting the scope and frustrating the ev- 
identiary rights of investigations . . . 

— To “buy time” and “reduce our 
losses” by keeping his associates from 
testifying under dubious claims of ex- 
ecutive privilege and national security. 

— To “keep the cap on the bottle” 
by encouraging his associates to tell 
no more of the truth than they had 
to in public statements or in formal 
testimony. 

— To contrive “salable” public re- 
lations explanations for his own failure 
to expose the guilty even when the ev- 
idence of their complicity was known 
to him. 
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Justice for the President and for the 
Nation now requires his impeachment. 

CLEVELAND PLAIN DEALER 

The House Judiciary Committee 
now has no choice but to recommend 
to the U.S. House of Representatives the 
impeachment of President Nixon. 

... It is disheartening in the extreme 
to read the transcripts in detail and to 
gain the unavoidable impression that the 
President and his advisers were so un- 
concerned about the United States and 
its people. 

President Nixon and his staff wor- 
ried about saving themselves instead of 
showing concern about the preservation 
of the free American system. 

President Nixon has gone too far. 
The transcripts of White House conver- 
sations clearly involve him in a cover- 



up attempt to say the least. That and 
his refusal to comply with the subpoe- 
nas of the Watergate Special Prosecutor 
and the House Judiciary Committee 
have virtually assured that the impeach- 
ment of President Nixon will become a 
reality. 

MIAMI HERALD 

. . . Mr. Nixon cast his die with re- 
lease of the White House edited tran- 
scripts of the Watergate tapes. It was a 
reckless maneuver, for the documents 
have appalled the country by and large. 

Here was more than buddy-buddy 
talk of political cronies. Here we believe 
was conniving to cover up a crime. Here 
was instruction in how to evade the loss. 
Here was a submission of the nation’s in- 
terest to a personal interest and greed. 
Here was a partial record and error that 
ruined lives, damaged the great profes- 
sion of the law and confronted the na- 
tion with a crisis of leadership unknown 
in a century . . . 

Impeachment is indeed traumatic, 
but it has a precedent and it is part of 



the organic law. It is legal. It is orderly. 
It is decisive in joining the issue at a 
trial. Surely the nation is strong enough 
to stand the functioning of any part of 
its Constitution. 

PROVIDENCE JOURNAL 

Reading the transcripts is an emet- 
ic experience. Slogging through them 
leaves the reader drained . . . from the 
spiritual stress of peering in on mean 
and self-serving men thrashing about for 
their own salvation. 

One comes away feeling unclean, 
not by the barracks language hidden be- 
hind bracketed verbal fig leaves, but by 
the picture of the President keeping 
company with a squirming group of 
amateur political opportunists — barn- 
storming ways to help them beat the 
rap or pin it onto someone else . . . 



. Sit! . . " 

The transcripts may not show Mr. 
Nixon guilty of any indictable offense, 
but they display a shocking contempt 
— contempt not only of the courts and 
of Congress but of the people and the of- 
fice Mr. Nixon holds in their name. 

KANSAS CITY TIMES 

The American Constitution ... is re- 
flective of the hopes and ideals of man- 
kind for justice and truth and a good 
life. It transcends the mere patriotism 
of geographical boundaries. 

Can such values really be reconciled 
with the sleazy dialogue now emerging 
in the White House transcripts? Can the 
end product of the men who gathered 
nearly two centuries ago to frame the 
Constitution be a band of knaves who 
talk of advantage, revenge and adroit 
maneuver and never of what is right or 
wrong, or what is good for the country? 

Along with an emerging picture of 
moral bankruptcy comes a frightening 
vision of basic contempt for the funda- 
mentals of representative government 
and its sensitive institutions. It is one 



thing to suspect that an Administration 
could regard the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation, the Central Intelligence 
Agency and the Internal Revenue Ser- 
vice as instruments of revenge. It is an- 
other thing to read a President’s own 
words on getting back at political en- 
emies through heavy retaliation. It is 
chilling. 

The next move is Mr. Nixon’s. If 
he cannot move, it is up to Congress to 
proceed swiftly and with resolution to- 
ward the constitutional remedy. 

THE HEARST PAPERS 

From a column by Editor in Chief 
William Randolph Hearst Jr. that ap- 
peared in all the Hearst papers: 

. . . President Richard M. Nixon has 
made it impossible for me to continue 
believing what he claims about himself 
in the Watergate mess. 

That’s about the most reluctant 
statement made here in the last 20 years. 
It probably will disappoint, surprise, and 
maybe even shock a lot of people. If so, 
they will have nothing on the disap- 
pointment, surprise, and shock I have 
felt in reading those transcripts of the 
White House tape recordings during the 
past few days. 

The real reason for [the President’s] 
uncooperative stalling tactics is now 
abundantly clear. It is all in the tape 
transcripts he finally was forced to make 
public. Even in their heavily edited and 
possibly inaccurate form, the transcripts 
add up to as damning a document as it 
is possible to imagine short of an actual 
indictment. 

Maybe, technically, the President 
still is justified in claiming he knew 
nothing in advance about the Watergate 
break-in, or of the initial cover-up ef- 
forts. The point is that those shameful 
tapes reveal a man totally absorbed in 
the cheapest and sleaziest kind of con- 
niving to preserve appearance, and al- 
most totally unconcerned with ethics. 

The man seems to have a moral 
blind spot. To me it is simply astonish- 
ing that he would make the transcripts 
public with the avowed belief that they 
would exonerate him. They may not ac- 
tually amount to a conviction of crim- 
inal behavior. Perhaps the kindest way 
of putting it is that they amount to an un- 
witting confession, in which he stands 
convicted by his own words as a man 
who deliberately and repeatedly tried to 
keep the truth from the people. 

He released them only because he 
had to, finally, and because he some- 
how thought the censored versions 
would do him some good with the pub- 
lic. God knows what the unexpurgated 
tapes would show. 

Incredible? It sure is. 

Sickening? Just read the transcripts. 

Today, sitting here in a kind of 
stunned sorrow, it is hard for me to 
imagine why any informed person 
would not see the inevitability of 
impeachment. 
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